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26 MAR 1993
o | IN REPLY REFER TO:
7330-7/1700A3
| RECEIVED
' Honorable -James -Oberstar - ° ' o

' House of. Represéntativés S o . T R APR ‘3 1993

Washington, D.C. 20515
o o FEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COMMISSION
Dear Congressman Oberstar: - T OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

“This is in reply to your letter of March 9, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule Making
{Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice proposes
comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private land
mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

The proposals in the Notice reflect to a large extent concepts and proposals
submitted in the initial inquiry stages of this proceeding. None of the
proposals set forth in the Notice, however, are engraved in stone. Indeed,
the proposals represent our best judgment at this stage of the proceeding on.
steps that must be taken to improve the regulatory climate for users of the
private land mobile radio spectrum below 512 MHz. I have enclosed for your
information a copy of that part of the Notice that describes the numerous
proposals, plus two discussion papers released March 1, 1993.

We are sensitive to the needs of all users of spectrum and the impact that
these proposals may have on their radio systems, including the costs of
required modifications. We will endeavour to protect private land mobile
radio systems, including those of public safety entities. Your letter will be
included in the record of the proceeding and will be fully evaluated when we
develop final rules in this proceeding. '

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. We expect final
rules to be issued in 1994.

Slncerely,

Richa J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
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(218) 727-7474

The ‘Hororable Jamés Quello -
Chairman Federal ' '
Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Deér Mr. Quello:

Enclosed are letters from several of my constituents who are
concerned about FCC Docket 92-235.

I would appreciate it if you would give the appropriate attention
to their opinions.

With best regards.
incerely,

oo Kl it~

ames L. Oberstar

JLO/cab






", building,. and flying.radio controlled aircraft, I plan to pursue a‘cafeer.in3§esignihg R

Aaréﬁ Breitkfeutz
31313 128 St,

" Princeton, MN 55371
1/26/93 |

Dear Mr, Oberstar,

Tama soﬁhomore at Princeton High School;:Princeton,ﬁinnesotal I enloy designing,

‘ airéréft,land hafing thevopportunity to work on these models helps further my'education.

If the new rules propbse@ by the Federal Communications Commission (¥CC) are vassed,

it would greatly limit the number of functional freguencies assigned to model aircrafts,
T'm talking about the rules proposed in PR Docket 92-235,

Ve gzo to great lengths to insure the safety of our pilots and our svectators.
Please vote against these rules, because if adopted ythey would increase the risk of

injurlies and proverty damage.

Many of these channels that could be taken away from us would go to pagers, some of

vhich are carried by drug dealers.

We have a considerable amount of money invested in our radios. . Most modelers own
two or more radios ranging in price from $130 to $700, With approximately 1.8 million

peonle involved in radio control across the U,S,, it would be a lot of wasted money.

I hope that you will help us and our spectators continue the safe enjoyment of our

hobby by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-T6 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Aaron Breitkreutz



: January 21, 1993

Mr. Jim Oberstar '

8th: Dist. US-Rép.

2209 Rayburn -

House Office Building .
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Oberstar:

‘ I am a 45 year old engineer with a llfelong 1nterest in |

av1at10n.' I pursue this interest through radio control modeling.
I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy building and
flying radio control model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
-under consideration by the Federal Communlcatlons Commlss1on (FCC)
-The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the useability of frequencies currently assigned for

model use and increase the risk of a001dents and liability for -

controlling model airplanes.

Our radio frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for land mobile dispatch frequencies. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart
from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either use interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operation. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Safety is always the primary
concern and many of our precautions involve the careful
coordination of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
useable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the
remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
aircraft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of people participate. We need the use of our full
complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.



‘I feel that is not wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think that we . are as
important as business users of radio, but we have a considerable
investment in our models and radio equipment .. The hobby provides-
many hours of- enJoyment to thousands of people Tike myself and’
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry. Surely there must be other radio control
frequencies that can be made available for business radio use that
will not 1mpact the safety and enjoyment of radio control modelers

‘Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely:

Paul Gruber

3169 325th Ave NW
Cambridge, MN
55008






{ am not going to teli'you that all we do with our time is spend it with kids. We spend many hours
constructing our models. Models can be smalt school yard size that-weight a few-ounces or -have.a-10°
foot wing span or larger and can weight 40 or 50 pounds. We have invested our hard earned dollars for:
the radio control equipment that is safe and interference free to insure that the models we build can be

" flown safely without injury to property or others who come out to enjoy our hobby as spectators. 1 do not
feel and.| am sure you wm agree after Iooklng mto thrs that we. wnnot approve these proposed newrules -

" plan.

Modelers come from all walks of life. Some of our modelers are retired, some are still in grade school.
We have modelers that are phySIcally challenged. Unllke other sports or hobbtes model aviation knows
no boundanes .

Our radio transmitters put out only small amount of power. The pager transmitter puts out almost four
times our power. The higher power requires a license for each operator. The FCC has a fee for these
types of transmitters. The FCC tracks the number of this type and knows how many user’s there are for
the higher power stations. They only can guess how many modelers there are. | am here to tell you
there are a great number of us. As | said earlier, the estimate is close to 1.8 million with most of us
owning 2 or more radios. This is because we have more than one airplane and it allows us to go to the
flying field and fiy more than one. It also provides us more frequency options and allows more than one
aircraft to fly at once.

Mr. Oberstar, my fellow pilots and 1 are asking you for your help. We need you to put a stop to this plan.
| think that my letter to you will be one of many telling of this story that you may not be aware of . Please
contact me below to discuss this further if you desire. | realize by definition that the proposed change
does allow the FCC to license someone other than pagers, but if you look into it | am sure you will find
that the paging companies are the prime benefactors. If the FCC and the pager company lobby feel so
strongly about adding more pager frequencies to further line their pockets, let them look eisewhere. The
aero modelers are doing far more constructive use of these frequencies than what | believe that the
Paging Companies new customers end will be.

I have sent letters to both of Minnesota's United States Senators and have asked them for their help in
the Senate. | believe this issue will be up for a vote around February 26, 1993.

Can we count on you? Thank you in advance for your help.

Singerely,
Don Flsher

23129 185th St
Big Lake, MN 55309
(812) 263-8040



g srhprts 4 g foe T

e Mdﬁ%w 7R Lkt

2% 235 7276 Pl Dok
(VUETF
2207 20 gy
5 Drrir

Y






N e
L2l gxgle LE RSN

,?§b+w25,11993l_;

Dear Sir:

I -understand the FPCC is trying to push a bill through
Congress to add 4 more voice pager freguencies in be-
tween our channels. Tnis would make channels 16 thru 41

unuseable.

I am an RC airnlane enthusiast. Our freouencies only go
to channel 60. Therefore, this would leave us with too few

frequencies for the RAC enthusiasts.
Please helu me continue the safe enjoycwent of my pasttime

by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the
T72-76 ¥Hz band. '

Sincerely,

S



.vJanuaryr28;’1993¢~'

The Honorable James Oberstar
U.S. House of Representatives
Washingtqn D.C. 20554 .

" Dear Mr. Oberstar:

I am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

- My concern is about proposed rule changes by the Federal

Communications Commission. The changes are included in PR
Docket -82-235. At present, fifty frequencies in the 72-78
MHz band are set aside for those of us who participate in
this hobby. The new rules would effectively reduce that
number to nineteen usable frequencies, a reduction of B2 per
cent.

My primary concern over this reduction is that the safety of
participants and spectators will be jeopardized. These
models can weigh up to 30 pounds and fly at speeds well above
25 mph. Any radio interference destroys the operators
'ability to maintain control of the aircraft creating a very
dangerous situation. Those of us in the hobby realize this
and take great pains to enforce frequency control at all
flying activities. The proposed rule changes could introduce
strong interference from mobile based radios without the
knowledge of those operating miniature aircraft. 1In
addition, the reduction of usable fregquencies will cause
those remaining channels to become very congested further
reducing the margin of safety.

Thank you for your efforts in our behalf.
Sincerely,

O A =

Kenneth E. Hamilton
32 E. Redwing
Duluth, MN 55803









| .h\'xrAt-.bu:t a different control move and a couple of more seconds (at 100 miles

an hour), and that plane could have hit one of us. One of the members was

~ headed for this guy when he took his model out because no one xecog'mzed
him and the possibility of a disaster was foreseen, but the newcomer acted -

too quickly. Most people will check out the scene when we go someplace

- new, especially when we are going to use someone else's facilities, before
acting. This guy wasn’t like most people. Fewer frequencies will just

multiply this kmd of mishap, and escalate it into tragedy too. many times.

. With the new frequencies (the 1991 standard), we all had to. upgrade our - . -
' eqmpment to operate in the new environment. It was not inexpensive. In

many cases we had to buy new equipment. I both upgraded and bought new
equipment in the last couple of years. I have spent close to a thousand
dollars on this. This new proposal, if enacted, will put me back to having to
repeat that. It will reduce my ﬂymg because 1 won’t be able to afford the
changes for a while. R

The stocks of Motorola and other mobile phone manufacturers went down
this past week because of concerns about brain cancer caused by mobile
phones, (with their much greater power than model airplane radios,
incidentally). Will these devices have to be changed anyway, making the
new proposal moot? Will their usage drop because of more information on
their dangers that might come out? Would the model fraternity have to
suffer for something that would turn out to be unnecessary anyway?

Why should model enthusiasts, who have only gotten access to precious
airwaves at the cost of a lot of effort, have to step aside for land mobile radio
users? There are hundreds of modelers in the Duluth/Superior area who
would be affected by this. They may not do it for business purposes, but
someone as involved in aircraft matters as you knows that work in model
airplanes results sometimes in advances for the field generally, but
particularly in the development of interests in young people that develop
into careers in the aircraft field. Several of my model plane building and
flying friends are now working in the aircraft industry, and I am teaching
the art and science of planes to my youngest daughter and my grandson.
The hobby is already so expensive that they won’t be able to afford it on their
own for years. This proposal will only make it more difficult for them and
for thousands of kids like them.

Please help us continue the safe enjoyment of this pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Al Nephew,

P.S. Incidentally, I very much appreciate your work on behalf of aviation in
general and for the maintenance bases here and in Hibbing.



P 0. Box’ 117
Knife 3Uver,. Minnesota 55609
January 29, 1993

Dear Hepresentative Oberstar,

T T am retired and derive many hours of enjoyment from constructing
and>f1y1ng radio-controlled model airplanes. personally .oWn two radios,

' secondary ‘radlo equipment, several planes, and related equipnent.
T am- concerned that the proposed rule currently under consideration
'by the Federal Communications Commission--PR Docket 92-235. If adopted,
this new rule will greatly reduce the usability of freqnencies currently
assigned for R/C model use nnd increase-the_risk~of accidents and attendent
11ability. - : . | '
Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band; This band
is primarily used for private land mobile operations. However, ‘our frequencies
are far enough from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.
The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NP3M) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rules with a new Part 88, Part 90 allows for safe use of
R/C aircraft by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used for R/C aircraft. The new Rart 88 will allow mobile users
on frequencies within 2.5 Khg of frequencies available to us, eliminating
safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 Mhg band for R/C alrcraft.
fIn:gsazel it is nossible that more can be affected.

¥ — ‘
= "
Iy
“
- " V

operators, bystanders and protection of property. Safety precautions involve

gareful coordination and use. of the radio control freouencles. _Tf the

. 3 - r




page two
‘ Please help me to continﬁévto“éhjoy the safety of my'péstimé;
by ‘NOT allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Dcckét'92¥235-
for the 72- 76 MHz radio band, Your help is needed. urgently because

" “he 'FCC has a deadline of February 26,1993 after which it would -
~ -become more difficult ﬁo_keephthig'qupogalifrqm gqing_into_effeqta

Very truly yours,

POk,

David B. OIin

(Quwse. Tetge T Keasreg



January 21, 1993

.The Honorable James Qberstar A] S S T
- 2209 Rayburn House Office Bldg. S S
Nashlngton, DC. 20515

I spend much of my free time- flylng and working on R/C axrplanes and
have been interested and enjoy aviation for as long as I can remember. I
personally own ‘three radios and five R/C alrplanes. ’

P I am very concerned about theﬂproposed rule that-is currenbly under

- consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The precedlng is
PR Docket 92-235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for R/C model use and increase the risk of
ccxdents and attendant llablllty. '

Dur radxd—control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our
radio-control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the land
mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the ban without either use
interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces
Part 90 of the rule with a new Part B88. Part 90 allows for safe use of R/C
aircraft and surface models by keeping 10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial
users and frequencies available to us, eliminating safe use of at least 31 of
the 50 channels of the 72 MHz band (for R/C aircraft) and 10 of the 30
frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for R/C cars and boats) now used by haobbyists.
In fact, more channels will be affected.

When we operate out R/C models, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety of the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of
our safety precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don’'t think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental
FCC actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing
the FCC to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We
all need your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26,

1993 after which it may become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals
from going into effect.

Sincerely,

Rruce J. Fedler .




Ofﬁ‘ceb of the President

January 29, 1993

The Honorable James L. Oberstar
2351 Rayburn House Office Building
.. Washington, DC 20515 :

Dear ]ilh:

Help! I recently learned that the FCC has lssued a Notlce of Proposed Rule Making (PR
Docket 92-235) whnch would have a-négative effect on me and many others who enjoy building and
flying radio-controlled model airplanes. By inserting commercial channels between existing
frequencies assigned to the radio control community, the rule, if adopted, would certainly create a
significant safety hazard and in all likelihood would effectively render most current equipment
useless.

With respect to safety, at a minimum the new proposal would allocate frequencies
dangerously close to ours to other users. This would make interference highly likely. When one
considers the possibility of a 10-15 pound aircraft flying at 70-100 miles per hour suddenly out of
control because a mobile transmitter on one of the new frequencies passed down the nearby highway,
the picture is not a pretty one.

With respect to making equipment obsolete, you should know that in my case, the proposed
rule would mean more than $1,000 worth of equipment would be either useless or in need of major
overhaul. In light of the fact that similar overhauling just two years ago was required to comply with
the 1991 standards and cost $450, the new plan seems all the more burdensome.

Model aviation is something which I have enjoyed for 40 years or more. It provides
relaxation and camaraderie. In the Duluth area alo'le some 50 persons belong to an active club and
many others participate on the periphery.

If enacted, the proposed rule would have a severe negative impact on many of us. Please
urge the FCT to rethink their plans in a way which would not disrupt hobbyists across the country.
Thank you.

Sincgrely yours,

Dantel"H—Pilon
President

DHP/cl

1200 Kenwood Avenue ¢ Duluth, Minnesota 55811 ¢ (218) 723-6033 ¢ FAX (218) 723-6278






‘models at orgamzed events and. contests where hundreds of
operators participate. We need the use of our full
compliment of radio fzequenc1es in order to assure a safe
flying environment.

I do not think 1t wise of the FCC to seek to mprove
. the operating conditions of land moblile radiq users at the ' - .. -
expense of radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we -
are as important as business users of radios, but we have
considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
people ‘like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industtry.

Please help me continue thé safé enjoyment of my
pasttime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposal
- on the472—76 MHz band.

f_bqu eas



‘Feb. 25, 163

‘Dear Sir:

I uanderstand the FCC is trying to push a bill through
Congress to add 4 more voice pager frequencies in be- -
tween our channels. Tnis would make channels 16 thru 41

unuseable,

I am an RC airnslane enthusiast. Our freouencies only go
to channel 6C. Therefore, this would leave us with too few

freguencies for the RC enthusiasts.
Please helv me continue the safe enjoywent of my vnasttime

by not allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the
72-76 «Hz band.

Sincerely,

g flble

LeRoy LaVallee
326 6th Ave. N.E.

! Osseo, MN 66369

. )



Dear Mr. Oberstar:

The FCC is trying to push a bill through Congress to add 4 more voice pager frequencies
in between the channels used by the Radio Controled Hobbiests. If this bill (PR Docket
92-235) would pass it would make our channels 16 thru 41 unusable. Not only are these
channels too close to ours, they are designated as "MOBILE", therefore we would never
know where they are operating. They could be on the highway near by or right in our own
pit arca. When one of these pagers knocks out our radio, it is a total disaster to our
equipment and can be a big danger to the operator and the people warching. It gets real
HARD trying to land an ariplane when the radio is out because someone turns on a becper.

The R/C Hobby is one of the fastest growing sports in the US and outside the US today.
If this (NEED FOR GREED) bill should happen to be pushed through, it could put this
family sport out of business. Along with this would go thousands , tens of thousands of
jobs down ther tube. I know you don't want this because you said so when you asked me to
vote for you. I don't have money to pay some big lobbiest to ask you to not pass this that is
why I am writting you. I think keeping these few frequencies we have is much more
important than a few pagers for the (NEED FOR GREED) people.

Thank You

Scott P. Halbach
18933 Yttrium st nw
Anoka, MN 55303



